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While some researchers. hﬁst\prominently Douvan and Adelson
(196€6) and Conger (1971) debunk the idea of adolescence as a
period of 'stord and strife*, t%ere is still evidence sugzesting
the surfacing oP enough disagreement and tension in parent teen
) relationships to warrant continued study. Por example, a study
by uosseison.-Greenberger, and McConochie (1977) found 1lqQw maturity
adolescents experienced'"widespread friction and much yelling® in
their relationships'withﬁparentsc Okun and Sasfy (1977) found high
attitudal agreement between parents and teens, but inconsistencies
between teen attitucdes and their behaviors.

Coleman expressed the view (in Rogers, 1969) that adolescents
are avpprehensive due to their uncertain status relative to adult
soclety. In theoretical terms, this avorehension finds expression
in Fishbein s equations for behaviors stemming from normative
beliefs (19?5). With the expectations of others as a highly signi -
ficant component. One hypothesis derived from this theory is that
if adolescents have.nighly erroneous views of thelr parents' ex-
pectations of them, thelr behaviors Wwill seem normative to the
adolescents, »ut could appeaf abnormal and disruptive to the parents.,

This study looksvat potential-differences in expectations.
Information concerning the types of characteristics seen by
parents and teens in similar fashion and those.seen differently
could result in better prediction of teen behavior. Parents'
urderstanding. of the roots of'teen behavior would improve and'

' {
the potential for conflict would decrease.

This study is based upon a study with the goals just mentioned.
N V e - N .
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In 1957 Robert Hess and Irene Goldblatt s&rvayed'jz middle and
upper-middle clasS\edolescents and 5# of their paéents. mach
individual was asked to rate teenbt adults, and how they would ,
expect the opnosite group to rate teens and adults. These ratiﬁés
'were made on twéntv personality characteristics such as 'patient'
and 'courteous' (the complete list can be found in Table 1), The
characteristics were set up in b}polqr, seven point sc%les.

| Hess and .Goldblatt predictéd that virtually all ch;ractepis-
tick would be rated differently by the teens and.their parents.
,Instead.,sigﬂificant differences were found mainly in the expgcted
ratings (especially how teens believed adults would rate them and
how gdults believed teens would rate themselves). Their major
results can be %ummarized as follows: : ., .
1) Both teens and adults rated teens:in a mildly favorable mgnner;
2) Bota teeps nd adutts ratsd adults as superior to teens;
3) Teens.accentuated the relative supériority of adults ovep'tééns;
4) Teens expected gdults to rate them unfavorably, while adults
expected teens to'raée themselves unrealistically highly. )

The latter two findings suggest that teens and their pafents
have very A1 fferent opinions gn how theyeare viewed by the other
zroup (Hess and Goldblatt termed this the texpected repupation').
This Aifferefice in expected reputations is a potential source
of wmiscommunication and mlsinterpretation of behaviors, leading

" to tension and confIict. Parents might view teens as needing to

, . ’
be *'put in their, place'. Teens might belleve that parents will

see them in an unfavorable light no matter what theé do,' and will'
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act to 'live up to' this nezative reputation.
' The Hess énd Goldblatt study did not consider response biasea
(since all items were cast from positive to negative), varental

influences on teens in the home setting, or effects among working

class subjects. Some sex differences were noted, but a complete

’

analysis by sex or’age was not.considered.

A similar study wWas more recently conducted by Coleman, George,
and Holt in England (1§?7). with wopking class adolescents and
thelr mothers. The four major findings of the Hess and Goldblatt
study were replicated by Coleman, et al. Sex differences were
detected but expected age differences did not occur.

Many studles of adolescent attitudes have ‘found sex differences

(Adelson, 1980; Barrett, 19?7;‘Coleman. 1977; Douvan & .Adelson, 1966;

Hellbrun & Landauer, 1977). Some etudles of attitudes have found

age differences (Costanga.&”Shaw,'cited by boleman, 1977; Coleman,
1978; O'Donnell, 1§79; Weller & Luchterhand, 1977), but age differ-
ences have’been less consistently found than sex differences.

A variable of particular 1nterest in Southern California is
that of ethnic differences. particularly differences between His-
panics and Anglos. Few ethnic ‘studies of adolescents include .
Hispanlcs. _ . . |

Differences‘between Anélos and Hispanlics have been reported
over soclablility (Knight & Kagan, 1977), marriage and family size
expectations (Edington & Hays, 1978), and self-concepts (Hurstfield.
1978). Another study. conducted by Moerk (1972) on aspirations
of Hispanics and Anglos in New Mexico, reported that differences "

found in 1967 had virtually disapveared by 1970, ’//

o
T
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In a fundamental sense, .thls study is a replication of Hess

and Goldblatt (1957) and Coleman, George, and Holt (I977).‘ Differ~
ences in time location, setting, and population allow a tgst of the
generalizabillity of the earlier results. A more éomprehensiva
analysis, including the testing for possible effects and inter-
actions, i1s highly desirable.

The first hyvothesis ;o be invéstigated i1s that the four find-

. Ings of Hess and Goldblatt (replicated by Coleman, et al. ) wWill be

reconfirmed. Secondly. it is hypotheslized that the var;ables of
agél sex, and ethn{clty will affect the views of adolescents.

d

Thirdly, the varlables of sex and family slze will be sources of
L
significant dif‘erences among the adult sample. ' -

s’ N »

Method
Population
. The teenage sample was randomly selected from the students

‘ of a Southern California high scnool at which.the author has

'taught. The schools ethnic composition 1s 50-55% Hispanic and
50-45% Anglo. The students come from widdle and working class

" families. ‘Using the latest avalldble class lists, a random sample
of 35 freshmen and an equa} numbé; of junlors were selected. High ,
rates of moving, absenteelsm, and refusal led to a final survey
group-containing 36 students. The final Rroup analyzed consisted
of 24 Hispanics and 11 An@los, a greater disparity than expected
(one Samoan subject was dropped). There were 14 males and 21 fe-

males, 18 freshmen and 17 Jjuniors.

The parents of these students constituted the adult portion

of the study. The students were given parent surveys to take

ERIC o b




-I{ -~ -

- ' Adolescents/Adults: Ratings -

. ; 5

s
[}

hone, w}tﬁ incentives given for the return of completed sueveys.
Even with telephoné reminders and Qisits to the homes, thére was
somé difficulfy in obtaining parent surveys d;e to lack of phones:
language problems‘and-the.reluctance:og%some‘parents to’have deal~
ings with any 1pst1tution.-'Evé%tuallm completed /forms were obtain-
ed from 26 mothers and 19 fathers (three of the mothers were 1iving
singly). . '
Prodedure ) .
The sﬁrvey form contained the“four'tables'used by Hess and

Goldblatt, with two slight modifications. A pilot study given.
to a sophomore English class at the same high school §ho§ed
comprehension problems resulted fro@;the term 'frivolous' (in
frivolous-serious), and the terms ‘moral-immoral'. In this
‘survéy the term fcarefree' was substituted.for Yfrivolous!', while
'ﬁonest-dishkgfst' was used instead of,'mofél—im&oral'. - The
.casting of™the charaéteristici in negative-positive or positive-
negative ways was varied randomly. . )

' Thé adolescents were sent/an.exg;anﬁtory létter on a Monday,
then were sent pass slips excusing thei from their third period
cIass‘(the mos£-stablé) on Wednesday (the-day of highest aqten;
dance). The susey was conducted in the student union bullding,.
where it was expgcteg that the students woufﬁ feel most coﬁfortéble.
At the concluslon of the survey the students were thanﬁed and given
the parent portion of the survey to ﬁake home and ?eturn.

Homes ‘rere’ visited of those parents whose surveys had not

been returned to the school after 10 days. hll parent surveys were
. ‘ .

A
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completed unsupervised. Nelther adults nor adolescents were made
aware of the specific hypotheses being tested.,

[

Results

‘:?arent-adolescent Comparigsons
In the,first step of the analysts, the mean value of each’
of the 20 characteriatics for each of the four tablesnwas
computed after converting 8ll scores to a nezative-positive
*direction. The overall means for the 35 adolescents and for the
-45 parents were computed'simllar to the vrocedure used by Hess
and Goldblatt, in order to compare results. ‘ - \
All items were oompaped with the neutral value'of L,00 to

[}

determine the number of characteristics above or below 4,00 on each

table. This number is used in evaluating maﬁy of the hypotheses
Finally, significant differences (p <.05) between adoleScent -

responses (the odd numbered columns of Table 1) and parent responses

(the even numbered columns) were computed by use of the t-test.

The significance of these differentes 1s indicated on Table 1 by
asterisks between tne columns compared (all significant diff%rences
were rn the expected direction).

Adolescents rated teens moﬁegately favorablys 17 of the 20
characteristics were rated over 4.00 and the overall mean was U4. 23
In comparason, the parents ﬁated teens slightly uhfavorably; the

ovgrall mean was 3.94, and half of the characteristlcs were rated

below 4.00 There were ooly two differences between adolescentfan&
parent responses which reached the .05 level of significance.” ,3--

Adolescents rated adults higher than they rated teens; the ‘:5Q§§~
IR X

overall mean was 4.79. The paredts also rated adults higher thah
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they had rated teens:. The overall meanﬂwas‘u 63. Only one differ-
ende reached the .05 level of significance.' -
The difference between the adolescents' overall mean ratings
of’adults and teens was 0.56 units. The parents~rated the adults
6.69 units higher overall than they rated teens. Both of these s
differences are significant at the .05 level. .
The adolescents expected adults to rate teens somewhat
unfavorabl&: only three characteristics were rated above 4.00, and
the overq}l meen fcr this, column was 3.61. The parents did not
expect teens to rate themselves extraordinarily favorably (overall
nean was h.b9); only two characteristics were rated above 5.00..
The adolescents expected the edults to rate them$elves highly,
with 17 cnaracteristics recelving ratings ahove 5.00, and the over-
ail mean equaling 5.17. The pareqts expected teens to rate adults
favorably (with an overall mesn of 4.58). ‘ '
As Table 1 irdicates, many nore differences between adolescent ’
and parent feSponses reeched significance in the expectatidrs
columns. There were 13 significant differences between hojiadoles-
cents expected adults to rate teens and how parents expected teens
'to rate themselves (columns 5 and 6). Six of tthe were significant
at the .001 level. " There were 10 significant differences between
%&ﬂ\the expectations of adoiescents on adults rating themselves and

-

how parents expected teens to rate adults (columns 7 and 8):- Half

of these were significant at the .601 level. Eight chafacteristics

showed significant differences in both of the above comparasons.




;sffects of Demozraphic Variablesx

- The second and third hypotheses concerninz the relationships

'qrade. sex, and ethnicity (Hispanic ard Anglo ). The results re=-

~vealed that none of the unbiased YANOVA tests (tests with other

‘
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between ratings and demographic characteristics were examired
through the use of a multivariate arrdlysis of variance program
(MANOVA). ‘ : .

The adolescénts' responses were analyzed for differences by. .

effects held constant) were significant at even the .05 level, fof

&ny of the tables tested. None of the blased tests approached sig- R
niflcarice either, and'none of the interactions were significant.
There were'not even ary discernable patterns in these effects “

. acrcss the tables testeqd.

-

A similar situation existed for the varent responses There
were no siﬂrificant effects for sex or family size with either
unbiased or biased tests. The interaction did not approach signi=

ficance, and again'no patterns emerged.

Discussion ' ‘ S‘

- While the outcome of this. study differed soﬁewhat from Hess
and Gcidblatt,itheir major'findings were~genera11y replicated,
lending support for 'the hypothesis that adolescents and parents
have differing expectations of how the other group percelves
them. Hess and Goldblatt found that both adolescents and parents
rated teens slightly favorably (with 13 or more of‘ths 20 character-
istics rated over L, 00). but only the adolescents in, this study
rated teens favorably (on\%7 characteristics) . The parents rated

|
the teens slightly unfavorably (only 10 characteristics were rated {

»
B

o 10 .
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over 4;00).'bgt the diffefences~betwéen the méan of the Hess and
Goldblatt study (4.27) and this study (3.94) is less than .2
standard deviations, not a substéﬁtial-diffaren%e. -
The seconé major finding of the previovus stud& Was also
‘£ep11cated. The current study founq adolescents rated adults as

\
superior to teens on 19 of 20 characteristics, and the parents

-

rdted adults as superlor on all 20. The comparable findings of

Hess and Goldblgtt were 20 out of 20 for adolescents and 19 out

of 20 for the parents. Both studies definitely confirm that both
: § 3 .

: '
adolescents and parents. rercelve parents as somewhat superior to
e 2 " -~ R4

teens on these characterigtics:‘

The third finding: of Hess and Goldblatt was not replicated.
While they found that the differe?ce between adult and teen ratings
made:by adolescents was substantially léfger than the comparable
difference in parent ratings, 1.22 units versus 0.59 units, ln this
study the reverse was actugli} found_to be_true (0.56 versusg 0.69
uni%s). The chief source for this reversal abpears to be the lack

v

of an extreme rating civen to adults by ado}escents, a§ was the

case in the previous study (5.60 compgred to 4.79 of this study).
‘klthoﬁéh the patterns of means were similar in the two sﬁugies,

Hess and Goldblatt found moré variabllity in the ratings. A

N poséfble source for this differenée is the neutééli;z:of the school
siteé as opposed to the home setting. Cultural ‘differences might
) also be a factor. ‘

The final, -and most important, of the findings of Hess and

Goldblatt, that adolescents would expect adults to rate teens

~

‘. .- .11

~
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nnfavorably and that parents would expect teens to-rate themselves
unrealistically hithy. was also supported in direction but not in
derree. The adolescents in the Hess/Goldblatt study expected much:
Doorer ratings f‘rom adults (mean of 2 BO%than th,e adoleacents in
this study (mean of 3. 61) The parents, however did not exnect,
the teenss to have unrealistically hich opinions of themselves;
(Hess and Goldblatt reported an overall mean of 5. 51. compa:ed to
an overall mean of 4, L9 in this study). . L .

"On the other hand, the rany Significant differences found .
in the expectations'columns suprort the idea that there are -
"perceptual distortions by both qrouﬁs in predicting the resnonse
of the other grpup", ‘as stated by Hess and Goldblatt.. Significant
differences were found for the majority of the charact!iistics on
these two tables. These tests strongly support the notion of per-
ceptual differences between adolescents and their-parents ) v

One iﬁ%licatinn of perceptual differences is that parents and ‘
éolescents intfrpret teen behaviors in different, often contra- -
dictory, ways, Mith tension and confljict a pptential result. ,

The secondxasd third hypotheses, positing the existence of .
differences bv sex age, ethnlcity, and family size. are most simply

¢
discussed by stating that no such differences were detected in this

-
study. Yothing arproached simnificance. and no patterns emerged.

A possibility for the lack‘of demographic effects is that
these effects might be too small to be detected by the small sam-

. *ples used here. Two gnoups of 35 persons each would need to dif-

fer by‘over one standard deviation to provide a power of .80, or
Co. . .

a difference of ‘over 1.0;units on the scales used; much higher than
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any differénce evaluated.: To detect a moderate effect (one-half
sta"dard deviation) with a power of .80, a sample size of 66 would ’Ezi\
ibe needed (all oomputations are from formulas in Kirk 1668, pame L.
/109) Thus there is a possibility'that moderate demographic
effeotsﬁerist. but that they are not large enaqugzh to be detected
by this small study. -
- The lacx of patterns ip trhe size of effects provides another
. argument against the existence of effects. These results are con-
sistent with other studies in failirg to detect-age, sex, ethnicity,
or family size effects"(éag.; Coleman;‘19??; Moerk, 1972).
This study has confirmed that pareénts and adolescents expect
to be vieded much differently by the other group than they actuallf
' are viewed. _Eh living ﬁp (or'down) to thase expectations, or in
evajuating behaviors from these differing (and distorted) perceptual .
tases, tension and conf ict'could nesult4 Parents and adolescents
in Southern California appear to form their own homogenous groups.,
Each group rates the other in very similar‘fashion. If adolescents

\

‘and parents could become more aware of .this similarity of views,

as well as those areas in which their expectations of each other

differ, adolescent-parent relationships could bhecome much smoother.

- ' '

The potential for reducing stereotyping dnd the imvrovement of

family relationships are, perhaps, the most important reasons for
) Ny,

continuing research in the area of adolescent/adult percevtions.
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Table 1 N
! - ) — \‘ i
. (1) - (2} (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) -
Characteristic Adoles. Parent .Adoles, Parent Adoles, Parent Adoles. Parent
Rating Rating Rating Rating ’Expctn\ Expctn ' Expetn Expetn
Teens Teens Adults Adults Adults Teens Adults Teens
- Rating Rating Rating Rating
. Teens Teens Adults Adults:
1. Untidy-Neat - 4 - *u% »
2, Impatient- - - T aew e
Patient
3« Uncooperative=- * - e : »n
Cooperative
L, Carefree- - - - -
Serious ‘.
5. Irresponsible- - - ey -
Responsible . .
6. Rude~Courteous - - *% it
. 7« Immature- *n - . ’ _
¥ature '
8. Impulsive- - - g * %
) Cautious
9. Inconsistent- - - ‘ . o -
Consistent - ] :
10. Ungrateful- - - N 2 N2
Grateful
11. Unreliable- - - : » XN
Reliable
12, Unstable- - - T - fom
Stable . ' A .
13. Dishonest- - » *% % %-
Honest ’ .
14, Easily Inflncd - - - -
-Selfdirctd
15. Disrespectful ° - - *Hn < -
-Respectful “ 4
16. Spolled- . - - , - - *
Unspoiled . . '
17. Inconsiderate - - - »
-Considerate
*'18. wild- A - . - * -
' Self=-controld )
19. Thoughtless« - - * -
- Thoughtful -~ v ‘ .
20, Angry-Loving - . ; - ) - - /

R

Overall means u.zj 3.0 4.79 L.A3 3.61 L.bhb9 5,7 4,58
**.p<.01, ###'pd.001 ' 14 .
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